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REPORT 

Of  the  Select  Committee,  to  which  was  referred  the  petition  re- 
lative to  Slave  Hunting  in  the  State  of  New  York. 

Mr.  Powell,  from  the  select  committee  to  which  was  referred  the 
following  petition  : 
To  the  Honorable  Senate  and  Assembly  of  the  State  of  New  York: 

The  undersigned,  citizens  of  the  State  of  New  York,  respectful- 
ly ask  you  to  put  an  end  to  slave  hunting,  in  New  York,  by  enact- 
ing that  no  person,  who  has  been  held  as  a  slave,  shall  be  delivered 
up,  by  any  officer  or  court,  State  or  Federal,  within  this  State,  to 
any  one  claiming  him  on  the  ground  that  he  owes  "  service  or 
labor  "  to  such  claimant,  by  the  laws  of  one  of  the  slave  States  of 
this  Union : 

Would  respectfully 

REPORT: 

That  having  given  much  consideration  to  the  said  petition,  (and 
a  great  number  of  similar  ones  referred  to  the  committee,)  the 
subject  therein  embraced  has  presented  itself  to  the  committee  as 
one  of  very  great  importance. 

Having  come  to  a  conclusion  favorable  to  the  prayer  of  the  pe- 
titioners, it  seems  proper  that  some  of  the  reasons  and  arguments 
which  have  led  the  committee  to  this  conclusion,  should  be  briefly 
stated. 

The  subject  cannot,  perhaps,  be  better  approached,  than  by 
quoting  the  language  of  one  of  the  petitions  before  the  committee  : 

"  Shall  the  soil  of  the  Empire  State  be  longer  polluted  by  the 
track  of  the  slave  hunter  ? 

"  Shall  we  ourselves  be  subject  to  his  call  to  chase  and  catch 
his  human  prey  ? 

"  Shall  we  be  subject  to  fines  and  imprisonments,  for  refusing 
thus  to  degrade  and  dehumanize  ourselves  ? 
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"Must  our  doors  and  hearts  be  closed  to  the  panting,  starving 
stranger,  who  seeks  shelter  and  protection  from  the  remorseless 
kidnapper,  that  would  drag  him  back  to  the  woes  of  the  planta- 
tion from  which  he  escaped  ? 

"  Must  we  help  to  send  him  back  to  the  land  of  chains  and  tor- 
tures, from  which  he  fled  through  troops  of  blood-hounds,  scenting 
out  his  track ;  through  forests,  where  wild  beasts  prowl  in  the 
darkness;  through  rivers  and  dismal  swamps;  with  no  eye  to  pity 
him,  save  God's,  shining  through  the  north  star,  guiding  His  de- 
spairing child  to  the  nearest  asylum,  where  the  wicked  cease  from 
troubling  ? 

"Serious,  solemn,  momentous,  are  all  these  inquiries!  What 
shall  our  answer  be  ?  First,  we  will  ask  the  Legislature  to  pass  a 
law  that  shall  forever  protect  our  State  from  the  desecrating  pre- 
sence of  the  slave  hunter.  By  the  fugitive  slave  bill  of  1850,  we 
are  now  forbidden  to  shelter  or  assist  the  forlornest  stranger  who 
ever  appealed  for  sympathy  and  aid.  Fines  and  imprisonments 
impend  over  us,  for  exercising  one  of  the  holiest  charities  of  our 
religion.  The  law  of  God  is  defied.  Vice,  the  foulest,  the  black- 
est, is  exalted  to  virtue  ;  while  virtue,  humanity,  and  holiness,  are 
legislated  into  crimes,  and  Heaven's  own  conditions  of  salvation 
are  impiously  reversed. 

"  We  rejoice  to  believe  that  our  Legislature,  by  passing  a  Per- 
sonal Liberty  Bill,  can  remedy  these  fearful  wrongs." 

This  appeal,  the  committee  believe,  the  Legislature  of  1860  will 
not  feel  itself  at  liberty  to  shun  or  deny.  Our  constituents  can- 
not be  lightly  turned  away,  unnoticed  and  unsatisfied.  The  time 
has  arrived  when  the  voice  of  humanity,  in  our  State,  will  not  be 
hushed. 

The  petitioners,  whose  prayers  the  Legislature  is  urged  to  con- 
sider, are  not  concerned  about  an  imaginary  grievance  ;  neither 
do  they  plead  for  any  visionary  theory,  or  excite  indignation 
against  any  fancied  evil.  They  ask  the  protection  of  the  greatest 
republican  State  in  the  world,  in  behalf  of  her  45,000  colored 
citizens,  whose  liberty  is  imperiled  by  an  unjust  and  despotic  law 
of  the  United  States;  of  3,400,000  white  citizens,  who,  by  the 
same  law,  are  reduced  to  the  alternative  of  becoming  kidnappers 
of  human  beings,  or  criminals  before  the  statute  ;  of  the  cause  of 
human  freedom,  which  is  outraged  and  abused  in  New  York,  by 
the  existence  of  the  fugitive  slave  act  of  September  18th,  1850. 

Your  committee  believe  that  such  a  law  as  is  asked  for,  should 
be  enacted  : 

1.  Because  God  has  explicitly  forbidden  the  rendition  of  fugi- 
tive servants  to  their  masters.  He  has  said  :  "  Thou  shalt  not 
deliver  unto  his  master  the  servant  which  is  escaped  from  his  mas- 
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ter  unto  thee.  He  shall  dwell  with  thee,  even  among  you,  in  that 
place  which  he  shall  choose,  in  one  of  thy  gates,  where  it  liketh 
him  best,  thou  shalt  not  oppress  him."     Deut.  xxiii.  15,  1G. 

2.  Because,  as  our  Declaration  of  Independence  affirms,  "  all  men 
are  created  equal,  and  are  endowed  by  their  Creator  with  certain 
inalienable  rights,  among  which  are  life,  liberty,  and  the  pursuit 
of  happiness." 

3.  Because  protection  is  the  first  duty  of  civil  government,  and 
the  State  that  does  not  protect  all  the  rights  of  all  human  beings 
within  its  jurisdiction,  forfeits  its  claim  to  the  allegiance  of  human 
beings,  disbands  society,  and  compels  its  citizens  to  protect  them- 
selves, each  with  his  own  arms,  as  he  best  can.  And  a  govern- 
ment that  cannot  protect  personal  liberty,  can  protect  none  of  the 
minor  rights  that  grow  out  of  it. 

4.  Because  the  provisions  of  the  fugitive  bill  of  1850,  allowing 
no  jury  trial,  prescribing  no  mode  of  defence  for  persons  seized, 
recognizing  no  right  of  producing  evidence  of  their  freedom,  but, 
on  the  contrary,  receiving  the  testimony  of  the  claimant,  excluding 
that  of  the  person  claimed,  authorizing  the  claimant  to  seize  the 
person  claimed,  without  process  of  law,  and  making  it  the  duty 
of  the  Commissioner  to  deliver  into  the  hand  of  the  claimant  the 
person  claimed,  upon  such  ex  parte  evidence  furnished  by  him  as 
shall  be  "  satisfactory"  to  the  Commissioner,  (the  amount  of  whose 
fee  is  doubled  by  his  accounting  it  "satisfactory,")  commit  the 
liberty  of  the  person  claimed  into  the  hands  of  the  claimant  and 
of  the  Commissioner,  who  are  both  interested  persons,  without 
the  means  of  protection  or  redress. 

5.  Because  the  State  of  New  York  has  a  moral,  political,  and 
constitutional  right  to  be  a  free  State.  She  has,  in  her  statute 
book,  declared  herself  to  be  a  free  State.  And  the  federal  Con- 
stitution confers  no  power  on  Congress,  the  federal  judiciary,  or 
the  federal  Executive,  to  prevent  her  from  being  a  free  State.  But 
a  free  State,  in  reality,  she  never  can  be,  while  she  suffers  her  soil 
to  be  polluted  by  the  footsteps  of  hunters  for  fugitive  slaves;  nor 
while  she  permits,  within  her  jurisdiction,  the  enforcement  of  the 
slave  code,  in  its  most  abhorrent  and  barbarous  features. 

6.  Because,  so  far  from  its  being  true  that  the  enactment  of  an 
effective  personal  liberty  law,  by  the  State  of  New  York,  would 
injure,  disaffect,  and  alienate  "  owe  brethren  of  the  south"  the  re- 
verse of  this  would  be  true.  Of  the  ten  millions  of  "  our  brethren 
of  the  south,"  about  four  millions  are  slaves  and  free  persons  of 
color,  who  would  hail  with  delight  such  a  statute.     Of  the  remain- 
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ing  six  millions,  who  are  free  whites,  only  about  one-fourth  of  a 
million  are  slaveholders,  or  could  have  any  interest  in  the  reclaim- 
ing of  fugitive  slaves  ;  while  the  five  and  three-fourth  millions  of 
non-slaveholding  whites  could  have  no  desire  for  their  being  sent 
back  among  them,  to  compete  with  and  degrade  their  free  labor. 
So  that  onlv  one-fourth  of  a  million  among  ten  millions,  or  a  pro- 
portion of  25  to  1,000,  or  2}2  per  cent  of  all  "our  brethren  of  the 
south,"  could  have  the  least  objection  to  the  most  stringent  per- 
sonal liberty  bill  that  could  be  enacted  by  the  Legislature  of  New 
York. 

Many  other  equally  conclusive  reasons  might  be  adduced,  if  the 
limits  of  this  report  would  permit.  But  the  committee  design  to 
offer,  at  this  time,  only  the  basis  upon  which  may  be  built  an  im- 
pregnable fabric  of  arguments  in  favor  of  the  measure  proposed. 
In  the  debate  which  will  follow  the  introduction  of  the  bill  ac- 
companying this  report,  greater  latitude  will  be  available  for  the 
presentation  of  arguments  in  its  favor,  and  also  for  replies  to  ob- 
jections that  will  be  raised  by  those  who  may  oppose  the  bill. 

A  word,  however,  in  relation  to  the  constitutionality,  or  uncon- 
stitutionality, of  the  proposed  law,  may  not  here  be  out  of  place. 

The  committee  are  well  aware  that,  with  many  persons,  this  is 
the  point  of  difficulty.  Some  honestly  decline  to  support  the  mea- 
sure, because  they  believe  it  to  be  in  conflict  with  the  Constitution 
of  the  United  States.  Others,  the  committee  have  reason  to  fear, 
make  this  a  pretence  for  opposing  what  they  know  to  be  an  ob- 
noxious principle  to  the  political  party  to  which  they  belong.  The 
enemies  of  freedom  have  ever  retreated  behind  this  sort  of  a  cita- 
del. Every  step  towards  liberty,  since  the  dark  ages,  has  been 
met  with  the  same  plea.  "  It  is  contrary  to  the  Constitution ;" 
"  There  is  no  law  for  it,"  have  been  the  arguments  of  the  parasites 
and  defenders  of  despotism,  in  all  ages  and  in  every  country,  our 
own  not  excepted. 

There  is  a  law  higher  than  constitutions,  to  which  legislators,  as 
well  as  other  men,  are  amenable.  But  without,  in  this  argument, 
appealing  to  that  higher  law  for  support,  the  committee  are  con- 
tent to  rely  on  a  fair  and  liberal  construction  of  the  federal  Con- 
stitution, believing  it  to  be  the  palladium  of  our  rights,  and  the 
bulwark  of  our  liberties. 

The  clause  of  the  Constitution  respecting  "  persons  held  to  ser- 
vice and  labor,"  furnishes  not  the  shadow  of  a  pretext  for  the 
fugitive  bill  of  1850,  as  expounded  and  enforced  by  the  federal 
Commissioners,  in  respect  to  fugitive  slaves.     The  Constitution 
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speaks  of  "persons."  But,  according  to  the  code  of  slavery,  slaves 
are  not  persons,  but  things,  chattels.  It  speaks  of  persons  held 
to  "  service  and  labor"  But  slaves  are  not,  by  the  slave  code, 
"  held  to  service,"  they  are  only  held  as  chattels.  The  Constitu- 
tion speaks  of  "  persons  held  to  service,  and  in  one  State,  under 
the  laws  thereof."  But  there  are  no  State  laws  holding  slaves  to 
"  service."  By  the  testimony  of  John  C.  Calhoun,  Senator  Mason, 
Judge  Matthews,  Judge  Porter,  and  other  prominent  statesmen 
and  civilians  of  the  south,  holding  slaves,  there  are,  in  the  slave 
States,  no  laws  establishing  or  creating  the  relation  of  slavery. 
The  Constitution  speaks  of  persons  from  whom  service  or  labor 
is  "  due."  But  nothing,  by  the  code  of  slavery,  can  be  "  due  " 
from  a  slave,  for  he  "  can  make  no  contract,"  and  incur  no  debt. 
The  slave  is  held  as  property,  and  nothing  can  be  "  due "  from 
property  to  its  owner.  The  letter  of  the  constitutional  provision, 
therefore,  does  not  warrant  its  application  to  slaves.  Neither 
does  its  spirit.  There  is  documentary  evidence  to  the  contrary. 
It  is  on  record,  that  the  Convention  refused  to  adopt  a  proposed 
clause,  providing  for  the  rendition  of  fugitive  slaves,  but  afterward 
adopted,  without  debate,  the  existing  clause  respecting  "persons" 
(that  is,  apprentices  and  others,)  from  whom  labor  was  honestly 
"due." 

There  is,  therefore,  no  constitutional  obstacle  to  the  enactment 
of  a  law  by  the  people  and  the  State  of  New  York,  for  "  securing 
the  blessings  of  liberty"  to  all  their  inhabitants. 

The  enactment  of  a  personal  liberty  law,  by  the  State  of  New 
York,  will  add  another  to  the  series  of  honorable  measures  in  fa- 
vor of  human  freedom  already  on  her  statute  books.  It  will,  per- 
haps, be  regarded  as  the  crowning  act  of  her  efforts  at  redemption 
from  the  blight  and  curse  of  slavery,  In  1788,  the  Legislature 
passed  an  act  which  struck  at  the  foreign  slave  trade,  but  not  at 
the  existence  of  slavery  itself.  In  1795,  John  Jay  introduced 
measures  for  the  abolition  of  slavery;  and  in  1798,  a  bill  passed 
for  the  gradual  emancipation  of  the  slaves  in  this  State.  In  1817, 
under  Daniel  I).  Tompkins'  administration,  a  more  complete  abo- 
lition of  human  bondage  was  secured,  so  far  as  related  to  the 
slaves  of  New  York.  In  1840,  under  Governor  Seward,  trial  by 
jury  was  granted  to  fugitive  slaves,  arrested  in  this  State  ;  and  in 
1841,  a  law  allowing  slaveholders,  visiting  or  passing  through  our 
State,  to  hold  their  slaves  for  nine  months,  was  repealed.  About 
the  same  time,  under  the  same  administration,  the  Executive  au- 
thority decided  that  this  State  could  not  surrender,  as  a  fugitive 
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from  justice,  a  person  charged  in  another  State  with  stealing  a 
slave  as  property. 

In  1S57,  a  solemn  resolution  was  passed  by  both  branches  of 
the  Legislature,  declaring  "That  this  State  will  not  allow  slavery 
xcithin  her  borders,  in  any  form,  or  under  any  pretence,  or  for  any 
time" 

At  the  last  session  (1859),  an  act  similar  to  the  one  now  pro- 
posed, passed  the  Assembly,  but  failed  in  the  Senate.  This  bill 
received  84  votes  in  the  Assembly,  with  only  22  against  it.  And 
it  is  believed  to  have  been  lost  in  the  Senate,  more  from  want  of 
time,  than  from  want  of  votes. 

The  committee  submit  herewith  a  bill,  which  they  trust  will 
receive  early  consideration,  and  be  enacted  into  a  law  before  the 
close  of  this  session. 

Other  States  have  not  been  unmindful  of  the  claims  of  the  un- 
fortunate fugitives  from  the  land  of  slavery.     (See  Appendix.) 

Maine  has  forbidden  all  State  officers  from  assisting  in  the  cap- 
ture of  fugitive  slaves,  and  denied  the  use  of  her  jails  and  prisons 
for  any  such  purpose.  Vermont,  Michigan,  and  Wisconsin,  have 
each  enacted  stringent  laws  to  protect  the  personal  liberty  of  eve- 
ry inhabitant  of  the  State,  regardless  of  color,  sex,  or  condition. 
Massachusetts,  in  1855,  passed  a  very  effectual  law  of  the  same 
character,  which  was  vetoed  by  Gov.  Gardiner,  and  immediately 
passed  again,  over  his  veto,  by  a  vote  of  32  to  3,  in  the  Senate, 
and  230  to  76,  in  the  House. 

In  all  these  States,  the  right  of  trial  by  jury  is  secured  to  the 
fugitive.  In  Wisconsin,  all  liens  or  executions  upon  judgments 
obtained  under  the  fugitive  slave  act  of  1850,  are  declared  void. 
In  New  Hampshire,  a  personal  liberty  law  only  lacked  a  few  votes 
of  being  passed.  Borrowing  the  language  of  another  writer,  the 
committee  believe  that  it  would  well  become  the  State  of  New 
York  to  place  this  law  among  her  many  noble  and  philanthropic 
statutes.  New  York,  from  whose  example  and  lead  have  already 
proceeded  several  great  reforms,  surely  will  not  now  be  unfaithful 
to  liberty.  No  worthier  monument  could  be  erected  to  her  sons, 
who  have  labored  in  the  cause  of  freedom,  among  whom  the  com- 
mittee need  name  only  Jay,  Tompkins,  and  Seward,  than  the  pro- 
posed law. 

HIRAM  SMITH, 
SHOTWELL  POWELL, 
JAMES  SAVAGE. 
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APPENDIX. 

PERSONAL    LIBERTY    LAWS    IN    THE    FREE    STATES. 

MAINE. 

By  the  laws  of  this  State  it  is  provided,  that  if  a  fugitive  slave 
shall  be  arrested,  he  shall  be  defended  by  the  attorney  of  the  Com- 
monwealth, and  all  expenses  of  such  defence  paid  out  of  the  pub- 
lic treasury.  The  use  of  all  State  and  county  jails  and  all  build- 
ings belonging  to  the  State,  are  forbiden  the  reception  or  secu- 
ring fugitive  slaves,  and  all  officers  are  forbidden,  under  heavy 
penalties,  from  arresting  or  aiding  in  the  arrest  of  fugitive  slaves. 
If  a  slaveholder  or  other  person  shall  unlawfully  seize  or  confine 
a  fugitive  slave,  he  shall  be  liable  to  be  imprisoned  for  not  more 
than  five  years,  or  fined  not  exceeding  $1,000.  If  a  slaveholder 
take  a  slave  into  the  State,  the  slave  is  thereby  made  free;  and  if 
the  master  undertake  to  exercise  any  control  over  him,  he  is  sub- 
jected to  imprisonment  for  not  less  than  one  year,  or  fined  not  ex- 
ceeding $1,000. 

NEW     HAMPSHIRE. 

Your  committee  have  not  had  access  to  a  complete  series  of  the 
laws  of  this  State.  But  a  general  Index,  which  has  been  con- 
sulted, shows  that  a  law  exists  by  which  all  slaves  entering  the 
State,  either  with  or  without  the  consent  of  their  masters,  are  de- 
clared free,  and  any  attempt  to  capture  or  hold  them  is  declared 
to  be  a  felony. 

VERMONT. 

Her  law  now  forbids  all  citizens  and  officers  of  the  State  from 
executing  or  assisting  to  execute  the  Fugitive  Slave  act,  or  to  ar- 
rest a  fugitive  slave,  under  penalty  of  imprisonment  for  not  less 
than  one  year,  or  a  fine  not  exceeding $1,000.  It  also  forbids  the 
use  of  all  public  jails  and  buildings  for  the  purpose  of  securing 
such  slaves.  The  attorneys  for  the  State  are  directed,  at  public 
expense,  to  defend,  and  procure  to  be  discharged  every  person 
arrested  as  a  fugitive  slave.  The  habeas  corpus  act  also  provides 
that  fugitive  slaves  shall  be  tried  by  jury,  and  interposes  other 
obstacles  to  the  execution  of  the  Fugitive  Slave  act. 

The  law  further  provides,  that  all  persons  unlawfully  capturing, 
seizing  or  confining  a  person  as  a  fugitive  slave  shall  be  confined 
in  the  State  prison  not  more  than  ten  years,  and  fined  not  exceed- 
ing $1,000.  Every  person  held  as  a  slave,  who  shall  be  brought 
into  this  State,  is  declared  free,  and  all  persons  who  shall  hold  or 
attempt  to  hold  as  a  slave  any  person  so  brought  into  the  State 
in  any  form,  or  for  any  time,  however  short,  shall  be  confined  in 
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the  Slate  prison  not  loss  than  one  nor  more  than  fifteen  years,  and 
lined  not  exceeding  $2,000. 

MASSACHUSETTS. 

The  laws  of  this  State,  forbid,  under  heavy  penalties,  her  citi- 
zens, and  State  and  county  officers,  from  executing  the  Fugitive 
Slave  act,  or  from  arresting  a  fugitive  slave,  or  from  aiding  in 
either ;  and  denies  the  use  of  her  jails  and  public  buildings  for 
such  purposes. 

The  Governor  is  required  to  appoint  Commissioners  in  every 
county  to  aid  fugitive  slaves  in  recovering  their  freedom  when  pro- 
ceeded against  as  fugitive  slaves,  and  all  costs  attending  such  pro- 
ceedings are  directed  to  be  paid  by  the  State. 

Any  person  who  shall  remove,  or  attempt  to  remove,  or  come 
into  the  State  with  the  intention  to  remove  or  assist  in  removing, 
any  person  who  is  not  a  fugitive  slave,  within  the  meaning  of  the 
Constitution,  is  liable  to  punishment  by  fine  not  less  than  $1,000 
nor  more  than  $5,000,  and  imprisonment  not  less  than  one  nor 
more  than  five  years. 

Their  habeas  corpus  act  gives  trial  by  jury  to  fugitive  slaves, 
and  interposes  other  impediments  to  the  hunting  of  fugitive  slaves. 

CONNECTICUT. 

This  State,  which  as  late  as  1840  tolerated  slavery  within  her 
own  borders,  as  appears  by  the  census  of  that  year,  prohibits, 
under  severe  penalties,  all  her  officers  from  aiding  in  executing 
the  Fugitive  Slave  act,  and  vacates  all  official  acts  which  may  be 
done  by  them  in  attempting  to  execute  that  law.* 

By  the  act  of  1854,  sec.  1,  it  is  provided,  that  every  person  who 
shall  falsely  and  maliciously  declare,  represent  or  pretend  that 
any  person  entitled  to  freedom  is  a  slave,  or  owes  service  or  labor 
to  any  person  or  persons,  with  intent  to  procure,  or  to  aid  or  as- 
sist in  procuring,  the  forcible  removal  of  such  free  person  from 
this  State  as  a  slave,  shall  pay  a  fine  of  $5,000,  and  shall  be  im- 
prisoned five  years  in  the  State  prison. 

Sec.  2.  In  all  cases  arising  under  this  act,  the  truth  of  any  de- 
claration, representation  or  pretence  that  any  person  being  or 
having  been  in  this  State,  is  or  was  a  slave,  or  owes  or  did  owe 
service  or  labor  to  any  other  person  or  persons,  shall  not  be  deemed 
proved,  except  by  the  testimony  of  at  least  two  credible  witnesses 
testifying  to  facts  directly  tending  to  the  truth  of  such  declara- 

*  Note Most  of  the  statements  in  this  Appendix,  are  taken  from  a  recent  report  to  the 

Legislature  of  Virginia. 
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tion,  pretence  or  representation,  or  by  legal  evidence  equivalent 
thereto. 

Sec.  3  subjects  to  a  fine  of  15,000  and  imprisonment  in  the 
State  prison  for  five  years,  all  who  shall  seize  any  person  entitled 
to  freedom,  with  intent  to  have  such  person  held  in  slavery. 

Sec.  4  prohibits  the  admission  of  depositions  in  all  cases  under 
this  act,  and  provides  that  if  any  witness  testifies  falsely  in  behalf 
of  the  party  accused  and  prosecuted  under  this  act,  he  shall  be 
fined  $5,000,  and  imprisoned  five  years  in  the  State  Prison. 

RHODE    ISLAND. 

The  statutes  of  Rhode  Island  provide,  that  any  one  who  trans- 
ports, or  causes  to  be  transported  by  land  or  water,  any  person 
lawfully  inhabiting  therein,  to  any  place  without  the  limits  of  the 
State,  except  by  due  course  of  law,  shall  be  imprisoned  not  less 
than  one,  nor  more  than  ten  ye&is.  They  also  prohibit  all  officers 
from  aiding  in  executing  the  Fugitive  Slave  act,  or  arresting  a  fu- 
gitive slave,  and  deny  the  use  of  her  jails  and  public  buildings  for 
securing  any  such  fugitives. 

NEW    JERSEY. 

Her  law  provides  that  if  any  person  shall  forcibly  take  away 
from  this  State  any  man,  woman  or  child,  bond  or  free  into  an- 
other State,  he  shall  be  fined  no:  exceeding  $1,000,  or  by  impris- 
onment at  hard  labor  not  exceeding  five  years,  or  both. 

The  habeas  corpus  act  gives  a  trial  by  jury  to  fugitive  slaves 7 
and  all  judicial  officers  are  prohibited  from  acting  under  any  other 
than  the  law  of  New  Jersey. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

Prior  to  1847  non-resident  owners  of  slaves  were  allowed  to 
retain  them  in  Pennsylvania  not  exceeding  six  months.  In  1847 
this  privilege  was  revoked.  Slaves  are  also  allowed  to  testify  in 
all  cases  in  the  courts  of  Pennsylvania.  It  is  further  provided 
by  law,  that  any  person  "  who  violently  and  tumultuously  seizes 
upon  any  negro  or  mulatto,  and  carries  such  negro  away  to  any 
place,  either  with  or  without  the  intention  of  taking  such  negro 
before  a  district  or  circuit  jud{;e,  shall  be  fined  not  exceeding 
$1,000,  and  imprisoned  in  the  county  jail  not  exceeding  three 
months.  The  law  also  punishes  with  heavy  fine,  and  imprisoment 
in  the  penitentiary,  any  person  who  may  forcibly  carry  away  or 
attempt  to  carry  away  any  free  negro  or  mulatto  from  the  State. 
The  sale  of  fugitive  slaves  is  piohibited  under  heavy  penalties, 
and  a  trial  by  jury  is  secured  to  them. 
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illinois. 
Illinois  has  prohibited,  under  pain  of  imprisonment  of  not  less 
than  one  nor  more  than  seven  years,  any  person  from  stealing  or 
arresting  any  slave,  with  the  design  of  taking  such  slave  out  of 
the  State,  without  first  having  established  his  claim  thereto,  ac- 
cording to  the  laws  of  the  United  States.  The  habeas  corpus  act 
allows  trial  by  jury  to  fugitive  slaves. 

INDIANA. 

The  law  of  Indiana  is  similar  to  that  of  Illinois,  except  that  the 
penalties  are  greater.  The  fine  is  not  less  than  $1,000  nor  more 
than  $5,000,  and  the  term  of  imprisonment  not  less  than  one  nor 
more  than  fourteen  years. 

OHIO. 

The  laws  of  this  State  were  for  many  years  of  a  very  hostile 
character  to  slave  hunting,  but  they  were  repealed  in  1858.  Mea- 
sures have,  however,  been  recently  initiated  to  re-enact  them. 

MICHIGAN. 

The  laws  of  this  State  are  peculiarly  stringent  and  effective. 
They  not  only  deny  the  use  of  the  jails  and  public  buildings  to 
secure  fugitive  slaves,  and  require  the  attorneys  for  the  Common- 
wealth to  defend  them  at  the  expense  of  the  State  ;  but  the  law 
of  Connecticut  in  relation  to  the  punishment  of  persons  falsely 
alleging  others  to  be  slaves,  is  adopted,  with  the  addition  that  any 
person  who  carries  a  slave  into  this  State,  claiming  him  as  such, 
shall  be  punished  by  imprisonment  in  the  State  prison  for  a  period 
not  exceeding  ten  years,  or  by  a  fine  not  exceeding  $1,000. 

The  habeas  corpus  act  also  provides  for  trial  by  jury  of  claim 
to  fugitives. 

WISCONSIN. 

Following  the  example  of  her  sister  States  of  the  North,  this 
State  has  in  some  particulars,  exceeded  all  the  rest.  She  has 
directed  her  district  attorneys,  in  all  cases  of  fugitive  slaves,  1.) 
appear  for  and  defend  them  at  the  expense  of  the  State.  She  has 
required  the  issue  of  the  writ  of  habeas  corpus,  on  the  mere  state- 
ment of  the  district  attorney  that  a  person  in  custody  is  detained 
as  a  fugitive  slave,  and  directs  all  her  judicial  and  executive  offi- 
cers who  have  reason  to  believe  that  a  person  is  about  to  be  ar- 
rested or  claimed  on  such  ground,  to  give  notice  to  the  District 
Attorney  of  the  county  where  the  person  resides.  If  a  judge  in 
vacation  fails  to  discharge  the  arrested  fugitive  slave  on  habeas 
corpus,  an  appeal  is  allowed  to  the  next  circuit  court.     Trial  by 
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jury  is  to  be  granted  at  the  election  of  either  party,  and  all  costs 
of  trial,  which  would  otherwise  fall  on  the  fugitive,  are  assumed 
by  the  State.  A  law  has  also  been  enacted,  similar  to  that  of 
Connecticut,  for  the  punishment  of  one  who  shall  falsely  and  ma- 
liciously declare  a  person  to  be  a  fugitive  slave,  with  intent  to  aid 
in  the  procuring  the  forcible  removal  of  such  person  from  the 
State  as  a  slave  :  "  provided  that  nothing  in  this  chapter  shall  be 
construed  as  applying  to  any  claim  or  service  from  an  appren- 
tice for  a  fixed  time."  A  section  is  added  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Connecticut  law  relative  to  this  offence,  for  the  punishment,  by 
imprisonment  in  the  State  prison,  of  any  person  who  shall  obstruct 
the  execution  of  a  warrant  issued  under  it,  or  aid  in  the  escape  of 
the  person  accused.  Another  section  forbids  the  enforcement  of  a 
judgment  recovered  for  violation  of  the  Fugitve  Slave  act,  by  the 
sale  of  any  real  or  personal  property  in  the  State,  and  makes  its 
provisions  applicable  to  judgments  theretofore  rendered. 

The  law  relative  to  kidnapping  punishes  the  forcible  seizure, 
without  lawful  authority,  of  any  person  of  color,  with  intent  to 
cause  him  to  be  sent  out  of  the  State  or  sold  as  a  slave,  or  in  any 
manner  to  transfer  his  service  or  labor,  or  the  actual  selling  or 
transferring  the  service  of  such  person,  by  imprisonment  in  the 
State  prison  from  one  to  two  years,  or  by  fine  from  five  hundred 
to  one  thousand  dollars.  The  consent  of  the  person  seized,  sold 
or  transferred,  not  to  be  a  defence,  unless  it  appear  to  the  jury 
that  it  was  not  obtained  by  fraud,  nor  extorted  by  duress  or  by 
threats. 

IOWA. 

The  law  of  this  State  is  similar  to  that  of  Indiana,  except  that 
the  maximum  of  the  punishment  is  five  years  in  the  State  prison, 
and  fine  of  $1,000. 


